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not att e n d e d  to t h i s  p r o b l e m  m u c h  b e c a u s e  i t . . .while it has 
produced, yo u  know, large sums of r e v e n u e  a nd we d o n ' t  rely on 
it, it ha s  no t  b e e n  a b u r d e n  on us. Otherwise, it's b e e n  sort 
of a...a no n  sequitur. It's just b e e n  s o m e t h i n g  off on its own,
and it's o p e r a t e d  there quietly, a n d  t h e r e  has been a
diminishment, I think, of th e  impact of t h e  fair over time as 
t here are competitors, and n o w  we are in t his s t r ange situation 
that we find o u r s e l v e s  w i t h  the fair. T h e r e  are two basic
proposals as yo u  listen to S e nator W e h r b e i n  and Senator
Pederson. S e n ator Pederson, I think, says, m a k e  th e  State F air 
an agency, d r a w  it into state g o v e r n m e n t  further. An d  rather  
t h an  us i n g  a cont r a c t u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  a n o n s t a t e  entity to 
mana g e  a state asset, m a k e  the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  an d  ma n a g e m e n t  of 
a state ass et  th e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of t he state, state agency. 
Senat or Wehrbein, I think, is e s s e n t i a l l y  saying, and I'll let 
hi m  correct m e  if I'm wrong, w e  have a . . . a n  ent i t y  out there 
that's n o £  b e e n  p e r f o r m i n g  as well as t h e y  w o u l d  like. I...I 
think that w o u l d  be true, b u t  also as w e l l  as w e ' d  like. A nd we 
n eed to r e f u r b i s h  t h a t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  and g i v e  it a c e r tain amount 
of time to see where it's g o i n g  in the n e a r  future, short time 
lines, and yet some g r e ater overs i g h t  and tr y  to make the 
e x is tin g m e c h a n i s m  w o r k  b e t t e r  b e c a u s e  it's no t  w o r k i n g  well 
e n o u g h . I ...I ...t h a t 1s w h a t  I rega r d  as t h e  W e h r b e i n  a g e n d a . I 
look at it s omewhat differently. I t h i n k  t h o s e  are two 
legitimate approaches; but, to me at least, t h e r e ' s  a third 
approach. A n d  t h e  t h i r d  app r o a c h  is t h e  marketplace. This 
land, I w o u l d  think, w o u l d  b e  t e r r i f i c a l l y  val u a b l e  land 
(laugh). The s t r u ctures ma y  h a v e  l i m i t e d  v a l u e  for anything 
other than the fair t h a t  t hey are now, b u t  t h e y  h a v e  some value. 
My guess is the state has a v e r y  v a l u a b l e  asset in its hands for 
which we are g e t t i n g  a v ery m o d e s t  retu r n  in th e  last several 
years, an d  n o w  w e ' r e  act u a l l y  in a d e f i c i t  situation. B e c a u s e  
we ha ve t his strange h y b r i d  of th e  State F air Board, we h ave 
only one cont r a c t u a l  p a r t n e r  to do th e  other h a l f  of the 
ma n a g e m e n t  of th e  st ate assets business, a n d  tha t ' s  t he State 
Fair Board. We h a v e  g i v e n  this v a l u a b l e  state asset to one 
contractual partner. We h a v e  no t  u s e d  t h e  idea of competition. 
We h a v e n ' t  u s e d  t he idea of c o m p e t i t i v e  bid. W e  h a v e n ' t  u sed 
the idea of what w o u l d  h a p p e n  if we m o v e d  this off the 
st a t e. ..t he state p r o f i t  and loss statement, n et w o r t h  
statement, if yo u  will, and m o v e d  it into th e  p r i v a t e  sector. I
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